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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's Submission of a Response 

Applicant submission of a response on 5/25/10 has been received and considered. In the 
response, claims and 1-26 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 9-20 and 28-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Pat Number 6,330,976 to Dymetman in view of US Pat 6,527,638 to Walker. 

Regarding claim 1, Dymetman discloses method of: limiting subsequent communication 
between a competition administrator and the entrant; via a sensing device (fig 8) interacting with 
machine-readable coded data (fig 5a) on a printed entry form (fig 1), the method comprising the 
steps, performed in a computer system, of: 

(a) receiving interaction data representing the interaction of the sensing device with the 
coded data, the interaction data enabling the competition entry to be electronically captured in 
the computer system (col 8, lines 45-67); 
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(b) transmitting the entry to the administrator (col 9, lines 1-15, col 34, lines 1-15, the 
host is equivalent to the administrator); and 

Dymetman is silent on enabling an entrant to enter a competition and (c) enabling 
transmission of up to a predetermined number of electronic messages from the competition 
administrator to the entrant. 

However, Walker teaches enabling an entrant to enter a competition and (c) enabling 
transmission of up to a predetermined number of electronic messages from the competition 
administrator to the entrant (col 2, lines 7-13, col 5, lines 45-67). 

Therefore, it would have been obv ious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Walker's predetermined messages for the benefit of 
controlling the number of messages sent during operation. 

Regarding claim 9, Dymetman is silent on wherein the message is sent by the 
competition administrator in response to an electronic status request sent to by the competition 
administrator by the competition entrant. 

However, Walker teaches the message is sent by the competition administrator in 
response to an electronic status request sent to by the competition administrator by the 
competition entrant (col 5, lines 55-67, col 6, lines 1-20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Walker's messages for the benefit of keeping the status of 
the competition. 

Regarding claim 10, Dymetman is silent on the electronic message is indicative of a 
status of the competition. 
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However, Walker teaches the electronic message is indicative of a status of the 
competition (col 5, lines 35-55). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Walker's status for the benefit keeping the user informed. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Dymetman is silent on further including the steps, performed in the 
computer system, of: assigning a competition alias ID to the competition entrant; and 

transmitting the competition alias ID to the competition administrator with the 
competition entry, thereby maintaining anonymity of the entrant with respect to the competition 
administrator. 

However, Walker teaches the steps, performed in the computer system, of: assigning a 
competition alias ID to the competition entrant; and 

transmitting the competition alias ID to the competition administrator with the 
competition entry, thereby maintaining anonymity of the entrant with respect to the competition 
administrator (col 6, lines 20-43). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Walker's ID for the benefit of recognizing the user. 

Regarding claim 12, Dymetman discloses the competition entry form is disposed on a 
product label (fig 14, col 31, lines 45-65). 

Regarding claim 13, Dymetman is silent on the competition administrator is under the 
control of a manufacturer, producer or other commercial entity associated with the product label. 
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However, Walker teaches the competition administrator is under the control of a 
manufacturer, producer or other commercial entity associated with the product label (col 14, 
lines 7-35) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Walker's entity for the benefit of relating the services to 
one another. 

Regarding claim 14, Dymetman is silent on the electronic message is indicative of any 
one or more of the following: a confirmation of competition entry; a reminder that the 
competition is running; a reminder that the competition is closing 
soon; an announcement of a winner of the competition; an announcement that 
the entrant has won something through the competition; and an announcement 
that the entrant has failed to win something through the competition. 

However, Walker teaches the electronic message is indicative of any one or more of the 
following: a confirmation of competition entry; a reminder that the competition is running; a 
reminder that the competition is closing soon; an announcement of a winner of the competition; 
an announcement that the entrant has won something through the competition; and an 
announcement that the entrant has failed to win something through the competition (col 5, lines 
35-55, the credit and debiting is equivalent to a announcement). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Walker's announcement of a winner for the benefit of 
showing the user how they are doing. 
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Regarding claim 15, Dymetman discloses the form is disposed on a product label 
including human-readable information (fig 14, col 31, lines 45-65) but is silent on it relating to 
the competition. 

However, Walker teaches a competition (col 2, lines 7-13). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Walker's competition for the benefit of further 
diversifying the game. 

Regarding claim 16, Dymetman discloses at least some of the coded data includes a label 
identifier (col 7, lines 5-17). 

Regarding claim 17, Dymetman discloses the label identifier is a unique product item 
identifier (col 7, lines 5-17). 

Regarding claim 18, Dymetman the unique product item identifier is an electronic 
product code (fig 6b, col 13, lines 55-67). 

Regarding claim 19, Dymetman discloses the machine-readable coded data is 
substantially invisible to a human (fig 5a, col 13, lines 33-44). 

Claim 20 is rejected under the same basis as claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 28, Dymetman discloses the entry form includes human-readable 
information, the interaction data representing interaction of the sensing device with the human- 
readable information such that at least some of the coded data coincident or adjacent the human- 
readable information is sensed during the interaction (fig 8, 15, col 15, lines 15-45, col 29, lines 
60-67, col 30 lines 1-20) but is silent on the competition. 

However, Walker teaches the competition (col 2, lines 7-13). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Walker's competition for the benefit of further 
diversifying the game. 

Regarding claim 29, Dymetman discloses the coded data relates to an identity of the 
label, and the interaction data is indicative of the identity, entry being electronically captured at 
least partially on the basis of the identity (col 7, lines 5-17, col 29, lines 60-67, col 30, lines 1-20) 
but is silent on the competition. 

However, Walker teaches the competition (col 2, lines 7-13). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Walker's competition for the benefit of further 
diversifying the game. 

Regarding claim 30, Dymetman discloses the form includes one or more of: information 
fields that show information (fig 15); button fields that generate one or more actions in the 
computer system when interacted with by the sensing device (fig 8 and 15); and entry fields for 
receiving user input through interaction of the sensing device with the entry fields (fig 14); the 
interaction data representing interaction of the sensing device with the one or more fields (col 29, 
lines 60-67, col 30, lines 1-40) but is silent on the competition. 

However, Walker teaches the competition (col 2, lines 7-13). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Walker's competition for the benefit of further 
diversifying the game. 

Claim 31 is rejected under the same basis as claim 12. 
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Claim 32 is rejected under the same basis as claim 16. 

Claim 33 is rejected under the same basis as claim 17. 

Claim 34 is rejected under the same basis as claim 18. 

Claim 35 is rejected under the same basis as claim 13. 

Regarding claim 36, Dymetman discloses the computer system includes a Hyperlabel 
server configured and programmed to convert the interaction data to form data for correlating, 
and to transmit the form data (col 9, lines 45-65, col 23, lines 10-67, col 24, lines 1-12) but is 
silent on the competition and transmitting that data to the competition administrator. 

However, Walker teaches the competition and transferring data to the competition 
administrator (col 5, lines 35-67). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Walker's transferring for the benefit of sharing data 
during the competition. 

Regarding claim 37, Dymetman's discloses the computer system includes a netpage 
registration server configured and programmed to identify (col 24, lines 1-15, 45-67) but is 
silent on the competition entrant and to allocate a competition alias identification to maintain 
anonymity of the competition entrant. 

However, Walker teaches the competition entrant and to allocate a competition alias 
identification to maintain anonymity of the competition entrant (col 6, lines 2-20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Walker's ID for the benefit of keeping the interaction 
private. 
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Regarding claim 38, Dymetman is silent on further comprising an internet-accessible 
location for posting the electronic messages, the electronic messages being accessible to the 
entrant via the location. 

However, Walker further comprising an internet-accessible location for posting the 
electronic messages, the electronic messages being accessible to the entrant via the location (col 
5, lines 10-65). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Walker's messages for the benefit of communicating 
during play. 

Claim 39 is rejected under the same basis as claim 15. 

Claim 40 is rejected under the same basis as claims 1 and 12. 

Claim 41 is rejected under the same basis as claims 12, 20 and 30. 

Regarding claim 42, Dymetman discloses for entry to a via a printed competition entry 
form that includes machine-readable coded data, the method including the steps, performed in a 
computer system (fig 14), of: 

receiving interaction data representing interaction of a sensing device (fig 8) with the 
coded data, the interaction data enabling the competition entry to be electronically captured in 
the computer system (fig 1, col 8, lines 45-67, col 9, lines 1-10); 

Dymetman is silent on assigning a competition alias ID to the competition entry; and 
transmitting the competition entry to a competition administrator with the competition alias ID, 
thereby enabling the anonymous entry to the competition. 
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However, Walker teaches assigning a competition alias ID to the competition entry; and 
transmitting the competition entry to a competition administrator with the competition alias ID, 
thereby enabling the anonymous entry to the competition (col 5, lines 55-67, col 6, linesl-15 and 
20-43). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Walker's entry for the benefit of keeping information 
private. 

Regarding claim 43, Dymetman discloses entry being entered by interaction of a sensing 
device with a product label to generate interaction data indicative of at least an 
intention to enter (fig 15), the method including the steps, performed in a computer system, of: 

identifying a first telecommunication address of the entrant from (col 24, lines 1-12): an 
identity of the sensing device received or determined in the computer system; or the interaction 
data; 

associating a temporary telecommunication address with the first telecommunication 
address (col 24, lines 1-40); sending the temporary telecommunication address and interaction 
data to a competition administrator (col 9, lines 1-10); 

receiving, from the competition administrator, information from the competition 
administrator addressed to said temporary telecommunication address (col 9, lines 45-55); and 
forwarding the information from the competition administrator to the first telecommunication 
address (col 24, lines 1-15) . Dymetman is silent on enabling anonymous entry to a competition. 

However, Walker teaches enabling anonymous entry to a competition (col 6, lines 1-42). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Walker's entry for the benefit of keeping information 
private. 

Claim 44 is rejected under the same basis as claim 1. 

Regarding claim 45, Dymetman discloses enabling an entrant to enter via a printed 
competition entry form that includes machine-readable coded data that can be sensed by a 
sensing device (fig 8) configured to generate interaction data based on the sensed coded data (col 
8, lines 45-67), the method comprising the steps, performed in a computer system, of: receiving 
the interaction data representing interaction of the sensing device with the coded data (fig 1, 14), 
the interaction data enabling the competition entry to be captured in the computer system (fig 1 ); 
transmitting the competition entry to a competition administrator that is configured to determine 
the competition entry (col 9, lines 1-10). Dymetman is silent on an instant win competition and 
an instant win entry. 

However, Walker teaches an instant win competition and an instant win entry (col 5, lines 

35-50). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Walker's instant win games for the benefit of having a 
variety of choices. 

Regarding claim 46, Dymetman discloses a product label (fig 14, col 31, lines 45-65), 
the product label including machine-readable coded data (fig 5a), the method including the steps, 
performed in a computer system (fig 1), of: receiving interaction data representing interaction of 
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a sensing device with the coded data, the interaction data enabling electronic capture of: data (col 
8, lines 45-67); and 

a product identifier associated with the product label (col 7, lines 5-17); and 

transmitting the data, the product identifier (col 9, lines 1-10) 

Dymetman is silent on the competition alias ID to a coupon administrator configured to 
redeem the coupon electronically, enabling anonymous electronic redemption of a coupon 
printed and assigning a competition alias ID to the coupon data. 

However, Walker teaches the competition alias ID to a coupon administrator configured 
to redeem the coupon electronically, enabling anonymous electronic redemption of a coupon 
printed and assigning a competition alias ID to the coupon data (col 6, lines 25-42, col 18, lines 
25-44). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Walker's coupon for the benefit of giving the user a 
chance to redeem winnings. 

Claim 47 is rejected under the same basis as claims 1 and 46. 

Claim 48 is rejected under the same basis as claims 1 and 11. 

Claim 49 is rejected under the same basis as claim 1, 17, 18. 

Claims 2-8, and 21-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Pat Number 6,330,976 to Dymetman in view of US Pat 6,527,638 to Walker and US 
Pat 6,229,807 to Bauchot. 

Regarding claim 2, Dymetman is silent wherein step (c) includes the steps of 
incrementing a contact count for each electronic message sent from the competition 
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administrator to the competition entrant, and preventing transmission of further electronic 
messages once the contact count flag reaches a predetermined maximum value. 

However, Bauchot teaches step (c) includes the steps of incrementing a contact count for 
each electronic message sent from the competition administrator to the competition entrant, and 
preventing transmission of further electronic messages once the contact count flag reaches a 
predetermined maximum value (col 4, lines 8-40). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Bauchot's count for the benefit keeping track of the 
amount of messages sent. 

Regarding claim 3, Dymetman is silent on wherein the maximum value is one. 

However, Bauchot teaches wherein maximum value is one (col 4, lines 15-30) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Bauchot's value for the benefit of giving the user more 
control during operation. 

Regarding claim 4, Dymetman is silent on wherein the maximum value is zero. 

However, Bauchot teaches wherein the maximum value is zero (col 4 lines 15-25). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Bauchot's value for the benefit of giving the user more 
control during operation. 

Regarding claim 5, Dymetman is silent on wherein the maximum value is set by the 
competition entrant. 
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However, Bauchot's teaches wherein the maximum value is set by the competition 
entrant (col 4, lines 15-35 the mt being the equivalent to entrant). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Bauchot's set value for the benefit of giving the user a 
limit. 

Regarding claim 6, Dymetman discloses the entrant through interaction of the sensing 
device with the printed competition entry form, the method including the steps of receiving, in 
the computer system, data indicative from the sensing device (fig 1, col 8, lines 30-60). 
Dymetman is silent on the maximum value. 

However, Bauchot's teaches the maximum value (col 4, lines 15-35). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Bauchot's value for the benefit of giving the user a limit. 

Regarding claim 7, Dymetman discloses the data indicative is indicative of the sensing 
device having been used to interact with the printed competition entry form to check a box or 
indicate a selection (col 8, lines 40-65). Dymetman is silent on the maximum value. 

However, Bauchot's teaches the maximum value (col 4, lines 15-35). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Bauchot's value for the benefit of giving the user a limit. 

Regarding claim 8, Dymetman discloses wherein the data indicative of the sensing device 
having been used to interact with the printed competition entry form to write a number (col 7, 
lines 10-17, col 8, lines 40-60), Dymetman is silent on the number being interpreted as the 
maximum value. 
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However, Bauchot's teaches the maximum value (col 4, lines 15-35). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Dymetman's with Bauchot's value for the benefit of giving the user a limit. 
Claim 21 is rejected under the same basis as claim 2. 
Claim 22 is rejected under the same basis as claim 3. 
Claim 23 is rejected under the same basis as claim 4. 
Claim 24 is rejected under the same basis as claim 5. 
Claim 25 is rejected under the same basis as claim 6. 
Claim 26 is rejected under the same basis as claim 7. 
Claim 27 is rejected under the same basis as claim 8. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant arguments filed 5/25/10 have been fully considered and are not entirely 
persuasive. 

On page one, paragraph six, Applicant argues that Walker fails to teach electronic 
messages being transmitted from the competition administrator to the entrant and a 
predetermined number of messages. The Examiner contends that Walker teaches, in col 2, lines 
7-13, enabling an entrant to enter a competition. Dymetman discloses the administrator, in col 9, 
lines 1-15, col 34, lines 1-15, the host is equivalent to the administrator. Walker further discloses 
in col 5, lines 45-67, the data communicated which is synonymous with a electronic messages 
between the entrant and the wagering establishment, the data is read and authenticated. Walker 
explicitly discloses communicating messages in col 5, lines 45-67. 



Application/Control Number: 10/815,638 
Art Unit: 3714 



Page 16 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new grounds of rejection presented in this office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BRANDON GRAY whose telephone number is (571)270-7465. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon- Fri 7am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dmitry Suhol can be reached on 571-272-4430. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/B. G./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



/JAMES S. MCCLELLAN/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3714 



